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Abstract 

This research aims to determine the leveling of critical thinking abilities of students of 
mathematics education in mathematical problem solving. It includes qualitative-explorative 
study that conducted at University of PGRI Semarang. The generated data in the form of 
information obtained problem solving question and interview guides. The results are: (1) 
students who are not critical (LCTA-0) only able to identify the given facts clearly, (2) 
students are less critical (LCTA-1), students can identify the facts in problems, (3) critical 
student (LCTA-2), students can identify the fact in problems, revealing the prerequisite 
knowledge appropriately, solve the problem but still less accurate in every stage, and (4) 
students are very critical (LCTA-3), students can identify the facts given clearly, mention the 
concept/ theorem/ prerequisite material. Based on these results, the leveling of students 
critical thinking abilities can be applied in a lecture at mathematics education. 
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Abstrak 

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk menentukan level kemampuan berpikir kritis mahasiswa 
pendidikan matematika dalam pemecahan masalah matematis. Penelitian yang menggunakan 
metode penelitian kualitatif eksploratif ini dilakukan di University of PGRI Semarang . Data 
diperoleh dengan cara mengumpulkan informasi melalui cara mahasiswa menjawab soal 
pemecahan masalah baik melalui tulisan maupun lisan dengan wawancara terbimbing. Hasil 
penelitian ini adalah: (1) mahasiswa yang tidak kritis dalam berpikir sama sekali (LCTA-0) 
hanya dapat mengidentifikasi fakta secara jelas tanpa, (2) mahasiswa yang kurang kritis dalam 
berpikir (LCTA-1), dapat can identify the facts in problems dan mengetahui pengetahuan 
yang tepat untuk menyelesaikan soal, (3) mahasiswa yang berpikir kritis (LCTA-2), dapat 
mengidentifikasi fakta dalam masalah, mengetahui pengetahuan yang tepat untuk 
menyelesaikan soal, memecahkan soal tetapi kurang akurat dalm langkah-langkah, (4) 
mahasiswa yang sangat kritis dalam berpikir (LCTA-3), dapat mengidentifikasi fakta dalam 
masalah, mengetahui pengetahuan yang tepat untuk menyelesaikan soal, memecahkan soal 
dengan akurat. Temuan tentang level kemmpuan berpikir kritis dalam pemecahan masalah ini 
dapat dijadikan rujukan dalam pembelajaran matematika. 

Kata kunci: level, berpikir kritis, pemecahan masalah matematis 


The ability for solving mathematical problems (Siswono, 2008) is influenced by some factors, such as 
internal or external factor. Internal factors include intelligence, motivation, interest, talent and 
mathematical ability or gender difference. External factors such as tools, infrastructures, media, 
curriculum, lecturer, learning facilities and etc. Students who have different background and different 
mathematical ability are also have different ability for solving mathematical problem. 
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Arend (2009: 1) mentioned in this paper that the thinking ability of students will not be 
developed without effort that explicitly and intentionally grown. A student will not be able to develop 
his high level thinking ability well without being challenged to practice in the use of learning. One of 
high level thinking abilities is critical thinking. The critical thinking can be owned by someone if he is 
consistently trained through focused discussion or facilitated by an instructor. 

The critical thinking is mental process that is organized and play a role in decision making 
process to resolve the problem. The critical thinking includes analyze activities and data interpreting 
at scientific inquiry activities. In 1990, the Secretary’s Commission on Achieving Necessary Skills 
said that competency of critical thinking, making decision, problem solving and reasoned as the 
important things at work achievement. Therefore, students of mathematics education are expected to 
have provision abilities: critical thinking, problem solving and making decision. 

To asses whether a person including a good critical thinkers or less, can be seen from the 
abilities of interpreting, analyzing, evaluating, concluding, explaining what they are thinking about, 
making decision, applying the power of critical thinking to himself, and improve the ability to think 
critically about the opinions he made (Facione, 2009). A person who is able to do six cognitive 
abilities above then his critical thinking ability is far above a person who is only able to interpret, 
analyze and evaluation. Thus it can be said that there is a leveling of critical thinking ability of a 
person. The level of critical thinking abilities of each person is different and these differences can be 
viewed as a continuum that starts from the lowest to the highest degree. 

To make an assessment of critical thinking abilities for mathematics education students in 
problem solving activity required a standard or criterion of critical thinking level. These criteria can 
be used as a guide to determine the quality of students' abilities in critical thinking and its 
development during the learning process in solving mathematical problems. Based on these criteria, a 
person can be categorized as critical thinkers or not critical thinkers. In Indonesia the research related 
to the leveling of critical thinking abilities in solving mathematical problems is still rarely done. The 
late research (Palinussa, 2013) is about different student critical thinking ability between students 
treated with Realistics Mathematics Education (RME) and student with no treated. Thus, this study 
seeks to formulate a leveling of students' critical thinking abilities in solving mathematical problems. 

The problem of this study is how the leveling of critical thinking abilities and the critical 
thinking process of mathematics education students at University of PGRI Semarang in solving 
mathematical problems. 

METHOD 

This study includes qualitative-explorative study conducted at mathematics education student 
of PGRI Semarang University. This means that this study illustrate or describe events that become the 
center of attention (critical thinking level characteristics) qualitatively based on qualitative data. 

The subjects were mathematics education students at university of PGRI Semarang. Subject 
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selection techniques with the snowball method namely the next subject selection conducted after 
results analysis were obtained from the previous subject. If there is no subject that meet criteria 
related to critical thinking process in accordance with the expected level of ability, then it is done 
repeatedly until the subject obtained. 

The main instrument in this research is researcher himself and equipped by instruments of 
problem solving question and interview guides. Researcher as the main instrument, so that at the time 
of data collection in the field researcher participates during the research process and actively follow 
the research subject activities in accordance with data collection. Procedure of the leveling of critical 
thinking level follow the steps below 

1. Formulate initial theory (draft of critical thinking level) based on theory study which is supported 
by empirical data. 

2. Validate draft of critical thinking level to the experts. 

3. Perform pre-study to prove the existence of critical thinking level. 

4. Revise critical thinking level based on pre-study result. 

5. Perform data collection. 

6. Perform analyze. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Data was collected by giving students of Mathematics education a sequence of proving 
questions. Students’ activity while doing the task (prooving the quetions) was video-typed using 
handycame. Students’ work was analized and became a based interviews data. To observe and attain 
the illustration of students critical thinking abilities, we implied the following steps: (1) students were 
given the task to solve the proving questions. (2) The researchers examined the results of students’ 
work. (3) researchers provide questions related to the answers given by the students. Furthermore, 
from the results of the written and verbal data (data from interviews) were collected and then 
examined its provisions or it consistency. If there was data that was inconsistent, then the second 
interview conducted in order to obtain the data according to the research questions. 

By doing all of the research stages which are: 1) formulation of the theory in the form of the 
initial (draft level critical thinking) based on the study of theory supported by empirical data, 2) 
validate the draft level critical thinking to experts to determine the validity of the construct and 
empirically according to the theory developed, 3) pre-research to prove the existence of levels of 
thinking critically revised the draft level critical thinking based on the results of pre-research, 4) data 
collection to determine the existence of level critical thinking skills in mathematics according to the 
hypothetical theory is made, 5) the method of comparative analysis to determine the reliability 
hierarchy, we generated critical thinking skills that are formulated (LCTA- 0 until LCTA-3). 
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The discussion of the study, a hierarchy of critical thinking skills of students is presented as 
follows: 

1. Level of Critical Thinking Ability (LCTA-0) 

Students have not been able to resolve the problem and are at LCTA-0 (not critical). At this level, 
the students have the following characteristics: 

a. Students are less clear in identifying the facts in issue. 

Figure 1 shows that student mentioned information on a question and whether the 
information is clear enough. 
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Figure 1. Student LCTA-0 Response On Information In A Question 

In Figure 1 student wrote all information in the question: 50 cm2- square leaflet with 4 cm 
bottom, left and right margin, and 2 cm for the right in point b. By mentioning all 
information on it, he is know the question mean. However All information he mentioned did 
not sufficient for answering the question, as shown in Figure 2. 

4- Mervarufc cayq cjang adb pacta Stool -terc^but bo(a(A cuEup cfigunQkQO_ 
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Figure 2. Student LCTA-O’s Believe On Information In A Question 

Figure 2 illustrates that student thought informations in question did not sufficient to solve 
the problem because the size of paper is not in detailed. From those two, it can be seen from 
the low ability of students to formulate the basic problem with the information known to the 
problem. 

b. Students are not precise and less clear in expressing the prerequisite knowledge (definition/ 
theorem/ data) that can be used in solving problems and in the end the students are not able 
to make plans based on knowledge preconditions problem solving. In this case, the data can 
be drawn from the Fragment 1 from dialog of interview. 

Researchers-20 : Why would you use all information on it? 

AIL-20 : Because only 2 known information sir. 

Researchers-21 : Is there any another reason? 

AIL-21 : None. 

Researchers-22 : With these two informations, what the knowledge should he use? What 

formula is possible to imply? 

: Maybe if 1 look for letter size, I can use the area of the plane. But 


AIL-22 
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because of its size has not been detailed , so, I do not know what to do sir. 

Fragment 1. Dialog Between Students LCTA-0 And Researcher On Preparing Answering 

Question 

Fragment 1 mentions student was lacking knowlegde in planning the answer based on two 
informations. He did not know which formulae or theorem fits to this problem. 

c. Students in solving problems based on concepts and ideas in the form of definitions, 

concepts, theorems, principles and procedures that are not clear, inaccurate, irrelevant and 
depth. Experiencing difficulty in implementing problem solving. 

By checking student’s response in Figure 3, it can be seen that student was having difficulty 
solving the problem. 

3 • suna ^ s ^Pbqrcin ( 4 X x )__ _ 

Vafina ^a/vg c/ikfitahu? •OcJak riot# don fcuranq - 

Figure 3. Student LCTA-0’ Final Anwers 

d. Students are vague and lacking in evaluating logical arguments used in solving the problem. 
It can be drawn also from Figure 3 that student was naot doing an evaluation on his answer. 

Based on this analysis, it can be concluded that the students were able to identify the fact that 
there is the problem specially to the data in questions, but still having difficulty uncovering the 
facts in question. This results in imprecise students and less clear in expressing the prerequisite 
knowledge (concept/ theorem) in the solution of problems. In addition, to resolve the problem 
has not been based on the concept of the right-theorem, the procedures used to implement the 
settlement of the problem is also less precise and less ambiguous and in evaluating logical 
arguments used in examining the steps to solve the problem. 

2. Critical Thinking Ability level - 1 (LCTA - 1) 

Students are able to solve problems and suspected to be at LCTA-1 (Less Critical). At this level, 
the students have the following characteristics: 

a. Students clearly identify the fact that there is a problem, well known facts or facts in question. 
Figure 4 shows that student mentioned informations on a question and knew the relationship 
between them. 
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Figure 4. Student LCTA-1 Response On Information In A Question 
















Rasiman, Leveling of Critical Thinking ... 


45 


In Figure 4 student wrote all information in the question: 50 cm 2 - area of paper with 4 cm top 
and bottom free print area, and 2 cm left and right free print area. By mentioning “how wide 
area of leaflet with a minimum paper size, student really understood the meaning of the 
question. He also understood the relationship between these information. He mentioned that 
all information were sufficient for answering the question, as shown in Figure 5. 

few* MQm . 

Figure 5. Student LCTA-l’s Believe On Information In A Question 

Figure 5 illustrates that student thought informations in question were sufficient to solve the 
problem. 

b. Students are less precise and less clear in expressing the prerequisite knowledge (definition / 
theorem / data) to be used in solving the problem so that students are not exactly in a 
problem-solving plan based on prerequisite knowledge. 

In this case, the data can be drawn from the Fragment 1 from dialog of interview. 


Researchers-10 
AH-10 

Researchers-11 

AH-11 

Researchers-12 

AH-12 

Researchers-13 
AH-13 


: To resolve this problem the knowledge of what you need? 

: To resolve this problem, 1 will use knowledge of algebra, because it 
mention about variables and It also use knowledge about derivatives. 

: Algebra and derivatives yes. The information was that 50 cm2, free 
print area 4 cm and 2 that used not to solve all this? 

: Used all. 

: Knowledge of algebra and derivatives before, what would you use 
for that? 

: Still the same . as I know. 

: To solve the problem number 1, what the process do you use? 

: First we create a model of the image„ then from the model that 
we're looking for, we suppose that the length x then width y. Once it 
has been able to similarities yes. 


Fragment 2. Dialog Between Students LCTA-1 And Researcher On Preparing 

Answering Question 

Fragment 2 mentions student applied all available information because the information 
relates to other information, but not quite right in mentioning the prerequisite knowledge that 
can be used to solve problems. He mentioned used the wrong knowledge for solving 
problem. 
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c. Students in resolving the problem has not been based on concepts and ideas in the form of 
definitions, concepts, theorems, principles. The procedure used to solve the problem too 
vague and imprecise. 

From the dialog of Fragment 2 line AH-13, it is clear that student is not fit to solve problem 

d. Students are vague and lacking in evaluating logical arguments used in examining the steps to 
solve the problem. 

Based on the analysis of these characteristics, then the conclusion can be drawn as follows: the 
student can identify the fact that there is in fact well known problem and being asked, but less 
precise and less clear in expressing the prerequisite knowledge to resolve the problem. In 
addition, students are less precise in making the settlement plan and the steps do not resolve the 
problem accurately. Similarly, in implementing the settlement, less conscientious students and 
not give reasons based on logical thinking in examining steps to resolve the problems that have 
been done. 

3. Level of Critical Thinking Ability - 2 (LCTA- 2) 

Students are able to solve problems and suspected to be the LCTA-2 (Critical). At this level, the 
students have the following characteristics: 

a. Students identify clearly the fact that there is the problem. It can be seen from the students' 
ability to formulate the basic problem with the information known to the problem. Figure 6 
shows that student mentioned informations on a question and knew the relationship between 
them. 
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Figure 6. Student LCTA-2 Response On Information In A Question 

In Figure 6 student wrote all information in the question: 50 cm 2 - area of paper with 4 cm top 
and bottom free print area, and 2 cm left and right free print area. By mentioning “how wide 
area of leaflet with a minimum paper size, student really understood the meaning of the 
question. He also understood the relationship between these information. He mentioned that 
all information were sufficient for answering the question, as shown in Figure 7. 
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Figure 7. Student LCTA-2’s Believe On Information In A Question 


Figure 7 illustrates that student thought informations in question were sufficient to solve the 
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problem. 

b. Students precise and clear in expressing the prerequisite knowledge (definition / theorem / 
data) that can be used in solving the problem, so that ultimately the student is able to make a 
plan solving the problem based on the facts given, prerequisite knowledge, clear procedures. 
In this case, the data can be drawn from the Fragment 3 of dialog between student and 
researcher. 

Researchers-12 : Formula of area and derivatives. Try to explain the sequence of problem¬ 

solving way to this number. 

PDW-12 : First I need a sketch. Then it is easy to make equation from the model, 

And then, The formula is derived using derivatives. 

Fragment 3. Dialog Between Students LCTA-2 And Researcher On Preparing 

Answering Question 


Fragment 3 shows that student clearly mention all steps in solving problem: making a sketch, 
creating the equation from the model, and deriving formula. These steps is clear and fit to 
solve problem. 

c. Students can solve the problem but it is less clear in each stage are implemented, yet deep in 
the provision of argumentation steps undertaken and less profound in making modeling a 
given problem. Even the student was clearly established step of solving problem, he missed 
the argumentation. Student only wrote mathematical equation with no note and argumentation 
why he used the procedured as mentioned in Figure 8. 



ic*- 

L I 




v- 1 ) ^ 


t 

5t) 

X 

±2 a - ••••0 



__-__ 



(\Ok~ 

l -s (< 


~ f aw + y t yi 


L -- m-t-3-x 


4 


- EM -f 8* tsi 


l ? t p vit- 


- + 8X f u 


I' - ' (?-!»£ 
- x v 


fl -- 3 


CLCC7 




0 Tyo 


loo 




x * r 




































48 IndoMS-JME , Volume 6, No. 1, January 2015, pp. 40-52 


y - -2V/A1 

* si/r 


- \0 


—-——- 

| jfyr tofrjc U) i 9 

VTO * 9+4 

^ \o 

~ <3 —■ 

- 


Figure 8. Student LCTA-2’s Work 


Figure 8 tells student’s work without stage note and information. It is right in final, but lack 
of argumentation and confueble to the reader, 
d. The student has not been able to distinguish between conclusions based on valid logic. 
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Figure 9. Student LCTA-2’s Evaluation. 


Figure 9 above, tells that student made a wrong proving shown in red box. Here, he should 
not write 50 before he finished knowing the area. 

Based on the analysis of these characteristics, then the conclusion can be drawn as follows: 
the student can identify the fact that there is in fact a problem either problems or known facts, 
precise and clear in expressing the prerequisite knowledge, capable of solving problems in 
making plans, and can solve the problem but less careful in every step undertaken. In 
addition, students are also not able to distinguish between conclusions based on valid logic, 
when examining the steps work. 

4. Level of Critical Thinking Ability - 3 (LCTA - 3) 

Students are able to solve problems and suspected to be the LCTA-3 (Very Critical). At this 
level, the students have the characteristics: 

a. Students identify clearly the fact that there is the problem. It can be seen from the students' 
ability to formulate the basic problem with the known information in the problem and can 
provide a logical reason. Student with this level, rose the same response to the Figur 6 and 
Figure 7 at the point mean of question and infomation inside. 

b. Students precise and clear in expressing the prerequisite knowledge (definition / theorem / 
data) that can be used in solving the problem, and ultimately the students are able to make a 
plan solving the problem based on the facts given, prerequisite knowledge, clear procedures 
with stages logical. Student of this level preparing all stage in very clear and detailed as we 
can see in Figure 10 below. 
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Figur 10. Student LCTA-3’s Stage In Detail. 


c. Students in solving problems based on concepts and ideas in the form of definitions, concepts, 
theorems, principles and procedures that are clear, precise, relevant and insightful as we can 
see in Figure 11 
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Figure 11. Student LCTA-3’s Work 

d. At the time of check steps work, students can not distinguish between conclusions based on 
valid logic. As student with LCTA-2 level, student LCTA-3 level also do the same mistake as 
mention in Figure 9. 


Based on the analysis of these characteristics, then the conclusion can be drawn as follows: the 
student can identify the fact that there is a problem with either the complete data is known and 
the data in question. Precise and clear in expressing the prerequisite knowledge (definitions and 
theorems), to create a plan in order to resolve the problem, so the impact on the completion 
time of carrying out a problem, because students are always based on the concept of the right- 
theorem, and procedures performed in implementing clear and precise problem solving and 
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able to provide logical reasons. However, students can not distinguish between conclusions 

based on valid logic, at the time check his work. 

Based on the research results, the subjects for LCTA -3, was able to resolve the problems 
appropriately and able to distinguish conclusion with logical consideration. In revealing the used 
formula to solve the problem, the subject can perform appropriately. Similarly, when the calculation 
process, the subject can do it correctly and quick relatively, it indicates that the procedure of his 
thinking is good enough. This is in accordance with the opinion Hergenhahn and Olson (2009) said 
that a person responds to the world based on previous experience, but every experience includes 
different aspects of the experience that before. 

Research subjects to LCTA-2, was able to resolve the problem and find a concept or rule with a 
fairly rational considerations. Existing knowledge on the subject of research quite well and had no 
difficulty in linking some of the information in the problem, so as to seek the proper relationship 
between the known to those asked. This is in accordance with the opinion of Piaget (Brooks & 
Brooks, 1993) which said that: the assimilation, the stimulus is interpreted based on the schema 
owned by someone. If the stimulus is entered in accordance with the existing schemes, then one can 
directly respond to the stimulus. But the research subjects are less accurate in problem solving stages, 
consequently the obtained final solution was not optimal. 

Research subjects to LCTA-1, have not been able to resolve the problem or to find theorem- 
concept that will be used to solve the problem. Existing knowledge on the subject of research is not 
good so he had difficulty in linking some of the information in the problem. Thus, he has not been 
able to seek the proper relationship between the known to those asked. 

Research subjects for LCTA-0, the subject has not been able to identify the facts that are given 
clearly and in detail of the problem. Similarly, the solution of the planned measures, the subject has 
not been fully revealed and detailed. In finding concepts or rules in order to resolve the problem, the 
subject has not been mentioned fully. This suggests that the existing knowledge on the subject of 
research is very limited, so he has not been able to look for the right relationship between the known 
to those asked. 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

The results of research on the leveling of students' critical thinking abilities in solving 
mathematical problems can be summarized as follows: (1) students who are not critical (LCTA-0) can 
only identify the given facts clearly and formulate the subject matter of a given problem, (2 ) students 
are less critical (LCTA-1), students can identify the facts in problem, less appropriate in revealing 
prerequisite(concept / theorem / data), and solve problems based on the concept-theorem which is not 
appropriate, (3) critical student (LCTA -2), students can identify the fact in problem, revealing the 
prerequisite knowledge appropriately, can solve the problem but still less accurate in every stage 
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implemented, and (4) students are very critical (LCTA-3), students can identify the facts provided 
clearly, able to mention the concept / theorem / prerequisite material, able to plan and carry out 
planning accurately and properly. In addition, students are also able to distinguish between 
conclusions based on logic. 

Based on these results, the leveling of students critical thinking abilities can be applied in a 
lecture at mathematics education, especially in mathematical problem solving. It also suggested to be 
used as a basic for further research that is both verification and modification. 


REFERENCES 

Alex, S. (2003). Psikologi Umum dalam Lintasan Sejarah. Bandung: Pustaka Setia. 

Arend, B. (2009). Encouraging Critical Thinking In Online Threaded Discussions. The Journal of 
Educators Online, 6(1), 1-23. 

Costa, A. L. (1985). Developing Mind: A Resource Book for Teaching Thinking (ed). Alexandria: 
ASDC. 

Daniel, M. & David, R. (2003). Effective Teaching. Yogyakarta: Pustaka Belajar. 

Facione, N. C. (1997). Critical Thinking Assessment In Nursing Education: An Aggregate Data 
Analysis. Millbrae, CA: California Academic Press. 

Facione, P. A. (2009). Critical Thinking: What It is and Why It Counts. Insight Assessment, (Online), 
(http://www.insightassessment.com, accessed 17 Juni 2009). 

Hancock, C. L. (1995). Enchancing Mathematics Eeaming with Open-Ended Questions & Assesment. 
Standards for School Mathematics, 86 (9). 

Hayat, M.S. (2010). Pembelajaran Berbasis Praktikum pada Konsep Invertebrata untuk 
Mengembangkan Kemampuan Berpikir Kritis dan Sikap Ilmiah Mahasiswa. (Thesis). Sekolah 
Pascasarjana Universitas Pendidikan Indonesia, Bandung, Indonesia. 

Huitt, W. (1992). Problem Solving And Decision Making: Consideration Of Individual Differences 
Using The Myers-Briggs Type Indicator. Journal of Psychological Type, 24, 33-44 

Inch, E.S. (2006). Critical Thinking and Communication: The Use of Reason in Argument. Boston: 
Pearson Education, Inc. 

Palinussa, L.A. (2013). Student’s Critical Mathematical Thinking Skill and Characters. Experiments 
for Junior High School Students through Realistic Mathematics Education Culture-Based. 
Journal on Mathematics Education, 4(1), 75-94. 

Polya. (1973). How to Solve It. New York: Princeton University Press. 

Rasiman. (2011). Penjenjangan Berpikir Kritis Mahasiswa Pendidikan Matematika Kelas RSBI dan 
Reguler dalam Menyelesaikan Masalah Matematika Ditinjau dari Perbedaan Kemampuan 
Matematika. (Research Report). Universitas PGRI Semarang. 

Siswono, T.Y.E. (2008). Penjenjangan Kemampuan Berpikir Kreatif dan Identifikasi Tahap Berpikir 
Kreatif Mahasiswa dalam Memecahkan dan Mengajukan Masalah Matematika. (Dissertation). 
Program Pascasarjana Universitas Negeri Surabaya, Surabaya, Indonesia. 

Solso. (1995). Cognitive Psychology. Boston: Allyn and Bacon. 



52 IndoMS-JME, Volume 6, No. 1, January 2015, pp. 40-52 


Suherman, E. (2003). Strategi Pembelajaran Matematika Kontemporer. Bandung: Universitas 
Pendidikan Indonesia. 

Wayne, A.W. (1974). How to Solve Problem ; Elements of a Theory of Problems and Problems 
Solving . New York: W.H. Freeman and Company. 



